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SPEECH. 



The Senate proceeded to consider the following 
resolution, which was submitted by Mr. Pvoh De- 
cember 15, 1859: 

Re$olvedf That the Cmnmittee on Territories be In- 
atructed to inquire into xhe expediency of repealing so 
mueli of the acts approved September 9, 1850. for the or- 
ganization of territorial governments in New Mexico and 
Utah, an require? that all the laws pawed by the Legisla- 
tures of tliose Territories shall be submitted to Congress 
for approval or rejection. 

The pending question being on the following 

amendment submitted by Mr. Harlan, to add: 

And said committee is also instructed to inquire into the 
propriety of authorizing the people of each of said Terri- 
toriesi^o elect all their territorial oificcrs, executive, legis- 
lative, and judicial, In such manner as the Legislatures 
thereof shall provide — 

Mr. IVERSONsaid: 

Mr. President: The Senator from Ohio, [Mr. 
PuQH,] in a speech delivered a few days since in 
this Chamber, took occasion to read some extracts 
from a speech made by me on the 26th day of July, 
1848, in the House of Representatives, whilst I 
was a member of that body. The object of the 
Senator in making this reference was to show that 
I was once in favor of the doctrine of ** popular 
sovereignty," as now understood and advocated 
by that Senator and those who agree with him in 
the northern States. 

Perhaps, sir, it would be sufficient for me, if I 
admitted the charge, to refer the Senator to an 
extract of a speech delivered by me at Griffin, in 
the State of Georgia, on the 14th of July last, in 
which, speaking of that doctrine, I said: 

" I shall not stop here to argue the doctrine of congres- 
sional protection to slavery in the Territories, nor to com- 
bat the errors of < squatter sovereignty.* 1 take the occa- 
sion to confess that I was once the advocate of the latter 
heresy— carried away by its attractive but delusive sophis- 
try, which, like the < t|tu[«/ateiM,Miirea only to destroy, and 
without serious examination into its truth and general bear- 
ingM and looking at it as the only alternative of the Wilmot 

Froviso, I was ready to take it as the 'best we could get.' 
was wrong, and I admit, regret, and recant the error. 
Subsequent investigation and* reflection soon convinced me 
tlial the only true theory, In relation to territorial govern- 
ments in the Union, is. that both the power and the duty are 
conferred and imposea upon Congress to pass laws for the 
protection and regulation of slavery, wherever it exists or 
may exist upon the comaion aoO. I am ma well eonvteced 



of the truth and propriety of tlUs doctrine, as I am of the 
doctrine of salvation declared to man In the sacred Word 
of God. But whilst I insist upon the absolute right of tte 
southern people to 1^^ protection in the possession and 
enjoyment of their slave propetry in the Territories of the 
United States, and the power and doty of Congress to give 
sucbprotection, I utterly deny the power of Congress, under 
the Cfonstitution or otherwise, to exclude slavery from the 
Territories, or of abolishing it, if there. To regulate and 
protect the property of the citizen is one tiling ; to deprive 
him of it is another, and altogether different wing. One is 
not only within the power of all Grovernments, but is one 
of the main objects and obligations of all Governments. 
The other cannot be done in our Government and under 
our Constitution, except for *the jnMU we,' and not then 
without just compensation to the owner. Such is the lan- 
guage of the Federal Constitution." 

Now, sir, if I ever did maintain the doctrine of 
"popular sovereignty," as explained, advocated, 
and enforced by the Senator from Ohio and tlie 
great majority of the northern Democracy, I have 
long since changed my opinion, and repudiated it 
as a heresy; and certainly, sir, it is more honor- 
able to renounce error, when convinced of one, 
than to adhere obstinately to it. . I commend the 
candor and honesty, as well as the courage and 
fortitude, which I have exhibited in this respect, 
to the imitation of the Senator from Ohio. But, 
sir, I fear that, instead of retracing the great error 
into which that Senator and thousands of his 
northern Democratic friends have fallen, he and 
they, under the lead of the distinguished Senator 
from Illinois, [Mr. Douglas,] are plunging deeper 
and deeper into the abyss of poktical error and 
injustice. 

But, sir, what did I say, in 1848, on the occasion 
alluded to; and how far did I adopt or advocate 
the doctrine of "squatter sovereignty" in the 
Territories of the^ United States ? I^t tne circum- 
stances under which that speech was delivered be 
stated and remenibered. General Cass was tJie 
presidential candidate of the Democratic party, 
of which I was a member. Greneral Taylor vas 
the opposing candidate of the Whig party. Tlie 
Oregon bill was under discussion in the Houae. 
The northern Pree-Soilparty havingUie majority 
in that body, brought forvrwA >3iN5t^'^«ssNS5N. \gw>r- 



gon . The question was upon the adoption of that 
proviso. My speech was intended mainly as an 
attack upon that odious, unconstitutional, unjust, 
and insulting indignity to the southern people. 
General Cass had only a short time previously 

Eroduced his celebrated Nicholson letter, in which 
e advocated the doctrine of" popular sovereign- 
ty ,'* or the non-intervention of Cono^ess upon the 
subject of slavery in the Territories. It was a 
new doctrine, or, at any rate, it was new to me. 
It was plausible, and, even with the construction 
which some then put upon it, and which now 
seems to be the settled construction of the north- 
em Democracy, it was considered by many south- 
erh men as less obnoxious to objection and less 
dangerous in its practical results to the rights and 
interests of the South than the Wilmot proviso. 
There were two constructions given to General 
Cass's Nicholson letter. His southern friends 
and supporters maintained that it meant only that 
Congress was not to intervene to establish or ex- 
clude slavery, but that the people of a Territory 
"Were to be left free to the exercise of the power 
of deciding the question of slavery or no slavery 
ivhen they came to form a constitution and State 
groTcrnment for admission into the Union. That 
they liave such power at such time, no portion of 
the Democratic party, North or South, nave ever 
denied or disputed; and that power, to be exer- 
cised- in that way and at that time, has been uni- 
versally approved by the southern people of all 
parties. The southern opponents of General Cass 
asserted that he meant to claim for the people of 
a Territory the exclusive power and right to de- 
termine that question at any time during their 
territorial existence, and that Congress could not 
intervene to correct or annul their decision. Now, 
sir, in mjr speech of 1848, 1 expressly disclaimed 
the intention to express any opinion or make any 
decision upon the question of constitutional power, 
either in Congress or the Territories, except so 
far as to deny the power in Congress to prohibit 
or exclude slavery. I did not amrm the aoctrine 
of congressional protection — neither did I assert 
the fight of the people of the Territories, during 
their territorial existence, to decide the question 
for themselves. I maintained only the total want 
of authority in Congress to exclude slavery by 
direct prohibition. 

It is true, sir, that, in the speech alluded to, I did 
express my willingness, waiving the question of 
power, to acquiesce, as a matter of expediency, 
in the privilege of the people of the Territories 
to establish or prohibit slavery at any time. I 
did not admit it as a constitutional right. I con- 
sidered it, and assented to it, only in the light of 
expediency, and as contrasted in that respect to 
the Wilmot proviso; and, sir, if emigration to the 
Territories had been conducted from that time to 
this, as of former years, in the natural and usual 
way; if it hadcontmued to flow into them through 
the natural and regular channels; if it had been 
left to the control and promptings of individual 
interests and inclinations; if no extraneous and 
extraordinary influences had been brought to bear 
apon it for the accomplishment of political objects; 
if no spurious, hot-bed emigration had been 
poured into the Territories, supported and en- 
couraged by northern abolition edd societies, and 
stimulated oy the rabid anti-slavery feeling of the 
/ree States; it the p%op\Q of the Territories, formed 



into political communities by gradual, regular, and 
natural emigration, and after territorial govern- 
ments had been instituted and conferred upon 
them by Congress, had been left, uninfluencea by 
outside pressure, to form their political and do- 
mestic institutions for themselves, no southern 
man would probably ever have complained of or 
denied them that privile^, or have invoked the 
power and duty of the Federal Government to 
protect slavehofding emigrants in the possession 
of their slave property. 

But, sir, the history of emigration into the Ter- 
ritories for the last ten or twelve years, has taught 
the southern people a severe and salutary lesson. 
It has opened their eyes to the inevitable effects 
and fatal results of the " squatter sovereignty" 
doctrine of General Cass and nis northern friends. 
The settlement and fate of California satisfied me 
and the whole South, tliat under that doctrine, as 
the established policy of the Government, the 
southern people, with their slave property, would 
be as effectually excluded from alt the puDlic Ter- 
ritories as they could possibly be by tne Wilmot 
proviso. The emigration to California was under 
the general impression and understanding that 
Congress woula not interfere to change the local 
Mexican law which prohibited slavery , but would 
leave the people to establish and regulate their 
domestic institutions in their own way. Congress, 
in fact, refused and neglected to establish any 
territorial government, but left the people, who 
swarmed into that country from the great northern 
free-soil hive, to setup a government of their own, 
and admitted her into the Union with an anti-sla- 
very constitution. The *• Free-Soil" majority 
which then controlled Congress knew well that 
such would be the result of the '* non-intervention * * 
itction of the Federal Government. The northern 
Whigs insisted upon positive prohibition. The 
northern Democrats, whilst they repudiated the 
Wilmot proviso, were unwillingto give the protec- 
tion of Federal laws to slavery, and left the whole 
subject to the people of the Territory. The result 
was what all pai'ties expected and anticipated, and 
what all parties at the North desired and intended. 
The Mexican law prohibited slavery. Slavery 
j j could not, therefore, be saifely introduced into Cal- 
ifornia. No man would risk such valuable pro- 
perty when it had no reliable protection. Few of 
the southern people emigrated to California; none 
of them carried tneir slaves with them. The con- 
sequence was inevitable. A State government 
was formed, without any previous territorial gov- 
ernment, and without the authority of Congress; 
slavery was excluded, and the State admitted into 
the Union. 

Sir, I saw then the practical operation of the 
new dogma of * * popular sovereignty. ' ' It roused 
me, as well as the South generally, to a more crit- 
ical examination of the whole subject, and I be- 
came convinced at an early day that the doctrine of 
** non-intervention," as interpreted by its northern 
advocates, though plausible, was as erroneous as it 
was delusive and fatal to the rights of the southern 
people. I was, in 1850, one of the most decided 
opponents of the admission of California into the 
Union. I opposed the whole batch of the com- 
promise measures of that memorable period. I 
opposed them because they recognized the doctrine 
of "squatter sovereignty', and were founded upon 
and connected with the admission of California 
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into the Union with a free-State constitution. Sir, 
when the southern people, upon a more mature 
investigation of the doctrine in question, and a 
knowledge of its practical workings in the case of 
California, came to understand its true character 
and bearing, and to comprehend and appreciate 
their just rights under the Constitution, and as 
equals in the Confederacy, they universally repu- 
diated and condemned it. And when the Kansas- 
Nebraska bill was passed, receiving, as it did, the 
sanction of the great body of the southern people 
of all parties, it was with the universal under- 
standing at the South that it did not contain the 
doctrine of** squatter sovereignty ' * as advanced by 
General Cass, and subsequently so strenuously 
sustained and urged by the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Illinois, [Mr. Douglas,] and his anti- 
Lecompton friends. 

The language of a part of the thirty -second sec- 
tion of that bSl, as applicable to Kansas, reads as 
follows: 

** It being the trae intent and meaning of this act not to 
legislate slavery into any Territory or State, nor to exclude 
It therefrom, but to leave the people thereof perfectly free 
to form and regulate their domestic institutions in their 
own way, subject only to the Constitution of the United 
States." 

Now, sir, what we of the South understood by 
this clause, was, that Congress was not to £ESsume 
the power or attempt to establish slavery in Kan- 
sas or to exclude it therefrom — that Congress 
should not declare, by resolution or law, either 
that slavery should exist or should not exaat in 
Kansas; but that the people of that Tcn^itory, 
when forming a State constitution for me pur-, 
pose of admission into the Union, had the power, 
and should be left perfectly free to exercise it, of 
establishing or excluding slavery, as in their sov- 
ereign capacity of a State they might choose and 
determine. Such, sir, was our understanding of 
the Kansas bill; such the general interpretation 
of it at the South; such the uniform construction 
put upon it by all the southern people from that 
day to this. To that doctrine I have never been 
opposed; on the contrary, I advocated it in 1848, 
and have ever since given it my cordial sanction. 

But neither I, or any other southern man, as 
far as 1 know, have ever admitted the ri^ht of the 
people of a Territory to decide the question of sla- 
very or no slavery, at any time during their terri- 
torial existence, or before the formation of a State 
constitution. The people of a Territory, after the 
formation of a territorial government by Congress, 
and under the power of legislation conferred upon 
them by the organic act, may, through their Ter- 
ritorial Legislature, recognize the existence of sla- 
very, if it in fact exists in the Territory, and pass 
laws to regulate and protect it. This power can, 
in my opinion, be exercised by Congress itself, 
as I shall hereafter attempt to show, and may 
therefore be rightfully conferred upon the Terri- 
tories; but I deny, and so do the southern people 
deny, that the Kansas-Nebraska act conferred, or 
intended to confer, upon the territorial govern- 
ments enacted by that act, thepower to exclude, 
prohibit, or abolish slavery. We deny that Con- 
gress itself has any such power, and in this posi- 
tion we have been sustained by the Supreme Court 
of the United States in the case of Dred Scott. If 
Congress could not exercise that power itself, it 
could not confer it upon the territorial govern- 
ment; and surely it cannot be supposed that in 



passing the Kansas bill, and in using the language 
to which I have referred and quoted. Congress in- 
tended to confer a power which it did not itself 
possess, and which it could not exercise without 
a gross usurpation. Such a presumption would 
stultify the Congress of 1854, which ])assed that 
bill, and make it odious and contemptible in the. 
eyes of all intelligent and honorable men. 

But, sir, what construction has been put upon 
that act by a large portion, if not a majority of 
the northern Democracy? What construction has 
been put upon it by Judge Douglas and that large, 
respectable, and powerful section of the northern 
Democracy whicii has followed his lead on this 
important subject? And under what circumstances 
ana influences was Kansas settled up and its fate 
as a political community and State decided ? The 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Pugh] knows, the Sen- 
ate knows, the whole country Knows, that from 
the very passage of the Kansas bill, it W£is con- 
tended, asserted, and urged, by Judge Douglas 
and the northern Democracy that it not only con- 
ferred the power, but was intended by its framers 
to confer tne power on the people of that "terri- 
tory, to establish or prohibit slavery at pleasure, • 
or, in the language of the bill itself, " to form and 
regulate their domestic institutions in their own 
way, subject only to the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States," at any and all times during the ex- 
istence of the territorial government; and it was 
further contended and urged, that, the exclusion, 
prohibition, or abolition of slavery by the Terri- 
torial Legislature was no violation of the Consti- 
tution of the United States, and might, therefore, 
be rightfully done. 

Sir, it was with this construction of that act, 
and under the impression prevailing all over the 
free States, that those emigrant aid societies were 
formed from the hot-beds of northern abolition- 
ism, which poured their thousands, armed with 
carpet bags and Sharpens rifles, into Kansas to 
make up a majority of its population, to control the 
Territorial Legislature, and fix its political com- 
plexion and destiny as a free State. It was M^iih 
this understanding that the northern Abolitionists 
pushed forward at the very outset their mongrel 
hordes of free-soil emigrants, with the object and 
determination of controlling the question by the 
power of numbers and the force of arms. It is 
true, sir, that under the influence of the early emir 
gration from Missouri, the most contiguous and 
convenient State, the first Legislature of Kansas 
did recognize the existence of slavery, and passed 
laws for its regulation and prx)tection. They es- 
tablished what the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
Douglas] and others have so often and %o con- 
temptuously designated as a ** slave code;" but 
how long did it exist ? No longer than the north- 
ern construction of the Kansas-Nebrtiskaact could 
work out its legitimate and certain results. As 
soon as slavery was recognized by the Legisla- 
ture of Kansas, the northern abolition sentiment 
was aroused; it raised its gorgon head and hands 
and soon overran Kansas with its abolition scum. 
The violent, heated, and bloody character of the 
contest for supremacy ; the uncertainty of its re- 
sult; the doubtful security of slave property, and 
the danger of its final and total loss, deterred emi» 
gration from the southern States, whilst most of 
those who had gone into the Territory HC'^Vsi.Nlcw'ect 
slaves at an. ^axv^ ^«?3 ^^iiawsJ^\N&V>N.Sxv^b»^i5a8v.*5Bt. 
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fear, and left it to the forcible and bloody pos- 
session of the Abolitionists. 

The closing scene and final result of the work- 
ings of the " squatter sovereignty*' doctrine and 
policy of the Senator from Illinois, and his north- 
em Democratic friends and followers, we are 
probably about to witness, at this session, in the 
admission of Kansas as a free State, and with an 
abolition Representative, and two Senators on the 
floor of Congress. Such, sir, have been the fruits 
of the Kansas bill, as construed and enforced by 
its northern author and friends; and such will, 
and ever must be, the result of all similar acts of 
Congress, if this northern construction shall be- 
come the settled policy of the Government and 
people of the United States. The southern people 
can never run the risk of taking their slave prop- 
erty into a Territory, no matter how well adapted 
to slavery, if it has to depend upon the precarious 
will of tno people of theTerritory for protection. 
Looking at the history and fate of California and 
Kansas, and at the deep-rooted, wide-spread, and 
rancorous anti-slavery policy of the northern peo- 
ple, their well-settled, well -understood, and fixed 
determination never to let it extend beyond its 
present limits , and their superior facilities of thro w- 
ing emigrants at will, and in any number, into 
the Territories, no prudent man wUl ever carry 
his slaves into a Territory to be subjected to the 
tender mercies of the abolition squatters. 

Sir, this "squatter sovereignty" doctrine of 
yielding to the people of the Territories the power 
and the right at any time to exclude or abolish sla- 
very, by territorial legislation, is as effectual a bar 
against the admission or establishment of slavery 
in any territory which the people of the United 
States may now possess, or may hereafter acquire, 
as the Wilmot proviso or any other congressional 
prohibition. Its practical effects are fatal to the 
expansion of southern institutions — it is a practi- 
cal denial of the right and privilege of the south- 
em people to emigrate to tne common territories 
of the Union; for the right to emigrate to them 
without the right to take any and all property 
which legally belongs to them, is an insult and 
restriction to which no man of honor or spirit 
would submit; and yet, sir. Judge Douglas and 
a large portion of the northern JDemocracy have 
gone far beyond this delusive and fatal squatter 
sovereignty doctrine and policy as originally pro- 
pounded by General Cass, and advocated by the 
mass of northern Democrats. General Cass and 
bis school of politicians never claimed the power 
and right in the people of the Territories to act 
upon or decide the question of slavery or no sla- 
very, b'efore or without the formation of a terri- 
torial government by Congress; but the distin- 
Sished Senator from Illinois, in his celebrated 
arper's Magazine article, asserts that power in 
the people, with or without a territorial govern- 
ment erected by Congress. He claims sovereign 
power in the people of the territories — ^he claims 
that as soon as tney have sufficient numbers to 
form a political community, they may set up a 
government of their own, without the authority 
of the Federal Government, and regulate and con- 
trol all their internal polity, subject to the super- 
vision of no tribunal whatever. In other words, 
he asserts the doctrine that they are clothed with 
the attributes and can exercise all the powers of 
a sovereign State, and do anything which a sover- 



eign State can do under the Constitution. Such 
is the extraordinary position and monstrous doc- 
trine of this new school of northern Democratic 
politicians! 

Now, sir, what chance would the South ever 
have under this doctrine to obtain or control an- 
other foot of territorial soil ? And yet, sir, the 
Senator from Ohio asserts the sounaness of the 
northern Democracy upon this important and vital 
c^uestion to the South — he and his northern friends 
insist that they are ready to yield to the southern 
people all their constitutional rights — ^to treat them 
as equals in the Union, and do them justice ! Sir, 
away with such rights as these; away with such 
equality; away with such justice! It is " holding 
the promise to the ear, only to break it to the 
hope.'* No, sir; the South can rely on no such 
uncertain tenure as "squatter sovereignty,** in 
any shape or form. She must have prvitcixfmy 
direct, certain, permanent protection to her slave 
property in the Territories of the United States 
throughout the existence of the territorial govern- 
ments. She is entitled to it, and she demands it. 
When and by whom shall it be granted and se- 
cured? A portion of the northern Democracy, 
perhaps the soundest and best disposed part of 
them, tell us that we must rely on tne courts. If 
we move into the Territories with our slave prop- 
erty, and our rights of property in our slaves shall 
be violated, we must resort to legal redress. Sir, 
under what law? Congress, you 8ay,cannotand 
shall not provide a ** slave code** for the Territo- 
ries. Congress shall pass no law for your protec- 
tion and the enforcement of your rights. Who 
then is to make one ? To preserve our property 
from injury or loss, we must have laws denning 
rights and providing remedies. 
• Shall we depend upon the Territorial Legisla- 
tures to recognize our rights of property in slaves j 
and provide us remedies for their violation ? Is 
that the tribunal to which you would remit us for 
protection ? What is that but •* »Duatter sover- 
eij^nty ** in unadulterated form ? A Territorial Le- 
gislature composed of such men as Seward, Hale, 
Wilson, Giddings, Smith, and Gtarrison, who 
openly deny that property can exist in man — 
would such a Legislature recognize slavery, de- 
fine the rights of the slaveholder, and establish a 
frocess by which those rights could be enforced? 
nstead of these things, we should have laws de- 
nying the right to hold slaves; making it penal 
for any officer or other person to assist in the cap- 
ture or recovery of a slave ; closing the doors of 
every jail and prison in the Territories to the slave- 
holder, as a place of security for his runaway, 
stolen, or rebellious negro. Why, sir, what a 
farce; whata mockery ;whatan insult to the south- 
ern people to put their rights upon such a basis ! 
And yet, you who advocate this doctrine, tell us 
you are sound on this question of slavery , and are 
ever ready to yield to your southern brethren all 
their just rights, and accord to them perfect equal- 
ity in the Union! Why, sir, how much more just 
or generous are you to us, upon this important, 
exciting, and vital question of slavery in the Ter- 
ritories than the Republican party? They tell 
us, in plain language, that they do not intend that 
slavery shall ever be established in another Ter- 
ritory of the United States; that it shall never ex- 
tend an inch beyond its present limits. They say 
that Congress has the power, under the Conati- 



tution, to exclude slavery from the Territories, 
and that, whenever the}r can control the subject, 
Congress shall exclude it. This is open, plain, 
emphatic language; everybody understands it, and 
can act upon that understanding. 

To such legislation the South will never submit — 
such aprohibition imposed by the Federal Govern- 
ment would justify and produce an immediate dis- 
solution of the Union. Georgia has so solemnly 
declared, and most of the southern States have 
sanctioned and approved the declaration. And 
yet, sir, how much better for the South, in its 
practical result, is the doctrine of the northern 
Democracy, especially that portion of it led by 
the Senator from Illinois ? They say to us, you 
are joint and equal owners with us of the com- 
mon Territories. You have the undoubted right to 
move into and settle upon them. You have the 
right to carry with you any and all property which 
the Constitution of the United States and tne con- 
stitutions or laws of your own States recognize as 
property ; but when you eet there w:ith your slaves, 
you must depend upon the Territorial Legislature 
or the courts for their protection, enjoyment, and 
security. If the Legislatures recognize your rights 
find afford you remedies for their violation; if 
they think proper to establish a ** slave code"for 
your benefit, well and good — they have the power 
to do it, and perhaps ought to do it; but if they 
reflisc or fail to do it, and you lose your slave 
property, wc cannot help it. "We cannot agree 
that Congress has the power*, wc cannot consent 
that it should exercise it if it has; we cannot per- 
mit it to pass any law for its protection and secu- 
rity; we Insist that the doctrine of" non-interven- 
tion" shall be the settled law and policy of the 
Democratic party and the Government. 

Now, sirs, tell me if this is not more disin- 
gjenuous and cmially as fatal to slavery in the Ter- 
ritories as tlie Wilmot proviso ? No honest man 
can deny it. And yet you call yourselves sound 
on this subject, and, lifce the Senator from Ohio, 
denounce any one who dares to call your sound- 
ness in question. And, sir, I have even been 
warned and urged by southern Senators to deal 
more tenderly with the northern Democracy, and 
not to strike blows in the house of friends. Sir, 
I shall never cease, whilst I have a voice here or 
elsewhere, to expose and denounce the deceptive i 
and delusive promises and professions of any and 
every party which denies justice or inflicts wrong 
upon my constituents. The southern people have 
the right to gt into the public territories with 
their slave property. They are entitled to have 
that property protected and secured by law whilst 
there. Congress has the power, in my opinion, 
to grant it, and it is the sacred duty of Congress 
to give it. And now, sir, as to the power of Con- 
gress over this subject. I assert tne power and 
the duty of Congress to pass laws for the protec- 
tion and regulation of slaveproperty wherever it 
exists or may exist in the Territories of the Uni- 
ted States. I do not derive that power from any 
express grant in the Constitution. There is no 
such express grant. The Constitution nowhere 
gives to Congress in express terms the power or 
the right to acquire territory, except to receive a 
grant of territory for the seat of the national Gov- 
ernment, not exceeding ten miles square. 

It is true that the Constitution contemplates the 
acquisition of territory by the Federal Qovem- 




the 
prop- 
ty of the United States." This evidently con- 
templated a future acquisition of territory, as, at 
the time of the formation and adoption of the 
Constitution the Federal Government held and 
owned no territory whatever. The right to Ac- 
quire territory by gift, purchase, or conquest is 
an attribute and incident of sovereignty. The 
Constitution recognizes and implies it—tne neces- 
sity of the case justifies and sanctions it. Terri- 
tory was acquired by the Federal Government at 
an early day after its formation, and whilst the 
framers of the Constitution or many of them were 
in the councils of the nation giving theii* sanction 
to the acquisition. Numerous acquisitions have 
since been made, and the power to itiake them 
has never been disputed. The power to acquire 
and hold, necessarily i mplies the power to govern , 
the one follows the other as clearly and fully as 
the right to enjoy property follows the right to 
acquire it in all civilized countries. When terri- 
tory is obtained by the Federal Government, act- 
ing as the agent of the States and the people, and 
such territory has inhabitants, who is to govern 
them? They become the citizens and subjects 
of the Government which owns the soil upon 
which they live; and shall not that Government 
control them ? They must be controlled and gov- 
erned by some power, otherwise they might as- 
sert their independence and establish a govern- 
ment of their own , as the Mormons lately attempted 
to do in Utah; and we should have the anomaly 
of an ** imperium in iwipcrto" — a government and 

f)eople within the jurisaiction of the United States, 
ocated on the soil of the United States, and yet 
independent of its control and to all intents and 
purposes a foreign Power. Such a state of things 
would be contrary to the history, practice, and pol- 
icy of all nations and wholly incompatible with 
the dignity and safety of our own Government. 

Who, then, is to govern the people of a terri- 
tory acquired, held, and owned by the United 
States? The States cannot govern them; if so, 
there would be as many Governments as there 
were States, all clashing with each other. Such a 
state of things would be impossible and inadmis- 
sible. Can the people of such territory set up a 
Government without the authority of Congress? 
Could they rightfiilly exercise sovereign power? 
Such is the doctrine of the Senator from Illinois, 
[Mr. Douglas,] but I deny it. To yield them the 
possession of such power would be to ignore the 
theory and practice of our Government from its 
formation to the present day. Congress governed 
the Northwest Territory, ceded to the Federal 
Government by Virginia; Congress governed the 
Territories of Mississippi and Alabama, ceded by 
Georg^ia; Congress .governed the Territory of 
Louisiana, obtained ^om France; of Florida, ob- 
tained from Spain; Congress governed Oregon, 
and has governed every Territory which has ever 
been acquired, with a solitary exception. I allude 
to California. And even in that case a quasi Fed- 
eral Government was institutfid in the form of a 
military power exercised by an ofllcor of the Uni- 
ted States Army and his subordinates, with the 
sanction of the Federal Executive . It is true that 
California did set up a government for herself, 
without the authority or consent of Congreaa^bw^. 
it was a usui^alioxv. \\. ^'^a ^^<a^^5i'eRfcVNss.^'«3sS^ 
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ler Bubscqucntadmission into the Union; 
\ no less a usurpation of powers which 
I the Federal Government, and resided 
^Ise. 

be said that, in all the cases alluded to, 
did not govern the Territories directly 
il laws operating upon the people. This 
ly true; out it is a well-settlea principle 
ever one does by an a^ent, he does ty 

It is true that, in most if not in all these 
re were territorial governments which 
the people; but they were all established 
ess, ana were dependent on it, not only 
but for continued life. Congress might 
.shed these governments at any time, and 
i a direct governing power. The gov- 
»f the Territories, therefore, belongs to 
, and to Congress alone. It exists from 
lecessity of the case, and from the rela- 
h the Federal Government holds to- 
Territoriesand their owners — the people 
ted States. Congress holds the property 
for the benefitof uic States and the people 
tes, who are the cestui qv£ trusts. The 
y-admittcd obligation of all trustees is 
3 and control the trust property to the 
.ntage and interest of the owners — the 
tiiists. Congress could not execute this 
r and faithfufly; it could not carry out 
Ration, unless the power to control and 
e occupants of the soil be vested in the 
he Fedoral Government. Congress may, 

must and ought to, exercise the power 
ing the people of the Territories, unless 
I its sovereign will and pleasure, transfer 
jr to another and subordinate jurisdic- 
mgress may erect a territorial govern- 

1 clothe it with all the powers of leeisla- 
h it could rightfully exercise itself, but 

2 other. 

people of the Territories are sovereign 
pendent of the Federal Government; if 
manage their own political concerns in 
I way, without the authority or control 
iss; if they have all the powers of a State 
jnt in relation to their internal and do- 
>lity, as asserted by the Senator from 
nd his followers, wny has Congress, in 
very act organizing territorial govern- 
idertaken to appoint a Governor, and set 
the people; to define his powers and limit 
of office ? Why has Congress in every 
idecj for a Territorial Legislature, estab- 
iro branches, prescribing the number for 
ise, and their qualifications? Why fix 
)f government ? Why prescribe the qual- 
if electors ? Why establish a judiciary. 
Iff the number of the judges, their tenure 
the number of terms to be held, and de- 
; their jurisdiction ? Why did Congress 
2Be things, and many more — nay, sir, I 
a thousand others — which can only be 
a sovereign, superior, and controlling 
The truth is, sir, that Congress has ex- 
he power of legislating for every Terri- 
ih has ever been acquired, and over which 
rial government has been established, 
ing to the territorial government such 
its governing power as convenience and 
»licy dictated. It exercised the power of 
n as a sovereign in many important par- 



ticulars, in the very bill drawn up and advocated 
by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Douglas] for 
the government of Kansas and Nebraska. There 
is scarcely a section of that bill that does not either 
make laws for the people of those Territories, or 
which does not confer power on the territorial 
government to make such laws, or which does not 
restrain the people from the exercise of sovereign 
power. 

The sixth section of the bill declares that ** the 
legislative power of the Territories shall extend to 
all riffhtful subjects of legislation consistent with 
the Constitution of the United States and the pro- 
visions of this act." It was this grant atone 
which created or conferred power upon the Ter- 
ritories to make laws for the government of the 
people . If not, why make the grant ? If the peo- 
ple of the Territories had the sovereign power to 
govern themselves, without any grant from Con- 
gress, then it was unnecessary, nugatory, and 
worse than useless, to confer such power in the 
organic act. It would have stultified the Congress 
of 1854, and especially the authors of the bill. 
No, sir, there can be no earthly doubt or difficulty 
on the subject. From the beginning of the Gov- 
ernment to this day. Congress has exercised, with 
the approval of all parties, the right to govern Uie 
Territories, either by laws operating directly upon 
them, or throuorh territorial governments, set up 
and established by Congress. But whilst Con- 
gress possesses the power of legislating directly 
for the Territories, and of governing: them by con- 
gressional statutes, as it does for uie District of 
Columbia, yet that power must be exercised con- 
sistent with and not derogatory to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. It cannot pass any law 
or exercise any power inconsistent with the Con- 
stitution . Laws recognizing the existence of sla- 
very, protecting slave property, and regulating 
the relations of master and slave in the Territories, 
cannot be inconsistent with the Constitution. 

The Constitution expressly recognizes property 
in slaves; it prescribes rights in the owner and 
remedies for their violation. Congress could un- 
doubtedly pass laws regulating the relations be- 
tween parent and child, g[uardian and ward, hus- 
band and wife, in a Territory. No one, I think, 
will dispute this. It may pass such laws in ad- 
vance of population; it may anticipate the settle- 
ment of a wild and uninhabited Territory, and 
make laws for the government of such persons as 
may subsequently go into them. Certainly, there- 
fore, if slavery exists in a Territory, if the rela- 
tion of master and slave actually exist. Congress 
may Iregulate that relation by defining the rights 
of the owner,*and prescribing remedies for him if 
those rights are invaded or infringed. And if it 
can pass laws to regulate the other domestic rela- 
tions in advance of population and in anticipation 
of emigration, why may it not do the same thing 
for the relation of master and slave? And, sir, if 
Congress can make laws for the protection of any 
other property in the Territories, which is law- 
fully held under the constitution and laws of any 
State, and which may be carried into a Territory 
of the United States, as it undoubtedly can, may 
it not pass laws for the protection of slave prop- 
erty, which is recognized by the constitution and 
laws of fifteen States of this Union as legaJly and 
rightfully held by their citizens ? 

Sir, the power of Congress over the Territories, 
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in my opinion, extends to all rightful subjects of 
legislation not inconsistent with the Constitution; 
and, possessing this power, it is the sacred duty 
of Congress eitner to exercise it for the benefit of 
all the citizens of the United States who may 
choose to go into and live in the common terri- 
tories, or to clothe the territorial governments 
with that power, and see to it that it is exercised 
promptly and efficiently for the equal and just 
protection and benefit of all. If this is not done, 
then the citizens of one portion of the Union are 
not put upon the same footing with the citizens 
of other sections of the same Union; they are, to 
all intents and purposes, and in a most important 
point, denied that equality which the Union was 
intended to secure; they are shut out from a com- 
mon inheritance, or only allowed to possess and en- 
joy it upon terms prescribed to them, which would 
brand tnem as inferiors in a common Union. 

Sir, the southern people ou^ht never to submit to 
such inji^stice, and, in my opinion, ought not only 
to sever all political association with any party at 
the North which denies those rights to them, or re- 
fuses, or neglects to enforce them,butoughtto sever 
all the tics which bind them to a Union in which 
they are not recognized as equals ; and which does 
not secure and protect them in the full enjoyment 
ofevery just and constitutional right. The south- 
ern States ou^ht to demand of their northern 
brethren, that m the establishment of every terri- 
torial government by Congress, their slave prop- 
erty should be put upon the same footing of all 
other property which shall be carried into the 
Territories — ^tnat it be recognized as property — 
that the relations of the parties be regulated and 
defined, and that ample remedies be provided for 
its protection and enjoyment during the existence 
of the territorial government. They ought to de- 
inand that these rights should be so recognized, and 
their property so protected that they may feel 
secure and safe in emigrating to the Territory with 
their slaves; and in the event that Congress should 
refuse or fail to accord to them these acts of simple 
justice and equality, if it should come short of its 
duty, and its whole duty, the most sacred duty of 
all governments, to provide for the security, pro- 
tection, and enjoyment of all its citizens of tneir 
lives, liberty, and property, then the South should 
no longer remain m a Union which thus fails to 
accomplish the objects of its formation, and with- 
out which it would be a curse rather than a bless- 
ing. And, sir, I say now lo the Senator from 
Ohio, [Mr. Pucn,] and all the northern Democ- 
racy, mat, in my opinion, the southern States 
ou|[ht,inthe Charleston convention, to demand ih6 
plain and unmistakable recognition of these rights 
of the southern people in the Territories of the 
United States, as a condition precedent to any party 
affiliation with the northern Democracy; and 
should the delegates from the free States refuse to 
recognize these rights, then, sir, the southern dele- 
gates should no longer hold political associations 
with them; but withdraw from the convention and 
take steps to rally the southern people in the forma- 
tion of a party at /wwie, which should be based upon 
the simple and sacred proposition of ** equedity, 
in the Union, or independence out of it." 

I will not undertake here to say in what form 
or in what set phrase of words such a recognition 
of our rights shall be expressed. I want the sub- 
stance, and am content to have it in any reason- 



able form ; but I will not be content with a shadow. 
I want no Delphic oracle, which, like the Kansas 
bill or the Cincinnati platform, may be interpreted 
to suit the tastes or interests or prdudices of dif- 
ferent men, different parties and different sections 
of the Union. We ought to have it in plain Eng- 
lish, and in language which no one can misunder- 
stand or distort. Sir, we want and must have, 
not only the Cincinnati platform, but all and sin- 
pxlar the principles decided by the Supreme Court 
m the Dred Scott case, with ample and satisfac- 
tory assurances and guarantees tnat they shall be 
practically carried out and faithfully enforced in 
every Territory over which a government may 
hereafter be established. With such a recognition 
of the rights of the southern people; with these 
assurances and guarantees incorporated into the 
Democratic platform, at Charleston, I, for one, 
am willing to act cheerfully, faithfully, and zeal- 
ously with the national Democracy, and to sup- 
port any candidate the convention shall select, 
who pledges himself to adhere to and support that 
platform. Without them, I wUl not support the 
candidate nominated by that convention, if any 
should be nominated, except as a necessity and a 
choice of evils; and not then, unless they shall be 
men who agree with me on all these important 
and vital questions, and whose character and ante- 
cedents entitle them to my confidence, approval, 
and support. 

I do not say, sir, that I will not support the 
nominee of that convention, even with a defect- 
ive platform. There are many men whom I would 
support cheerfully, warmly, zealously, even with 
a platform coming short of what I think it ought 
to be. I would support the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Virginia, [Mr. Hunter,] whose sound 
principles and opinions throughout the whole 
range of political ethics; whose purity of public 
and private character; whose ability as a states- 
man, firmness as a man, and zeal as a patriot, have 
ever challenged my highest admiration, respect, 
and confidence. I would support the present dis- 
tinguished Vice President oi the United States, 
[Mr. Breckinridge,] who, although he may have 
rather more of conservative' Unionism than I ap- 
prove, yet possesses, in my opinion, those sound 
political principles and eminent personal qualifi- 
cations which would adorn the office of President 
and conduct the Government proudly and safely 
through every difficulty and danger. I would 
support one of Georgia's distinguished sons, (the 
Hon. Alexander H. Stephens,) who, although 
differing with me on many Questions of public 
policy and party action for the greater portion 
of our political lives, yet now possesses my full 
confidence in the sounaness of his views upon the 
ffreat questions affecting the rights, interests, and 
honor of the southern people, and in his conserv- 
ative temper, strong judgment, eminent ability, 
and practical statesmanship. And, sir, there are 
many others — they are all around me in this 
Chamber — they are scattered all over the South; 
indeed, sir, their name is legion, whom I would 
cheerfully sustain and support, even upon a plat- 
form which did not meet my own entire approval. 
Nor would I confine my selection to the South 
alone; though I am clearly of the opinion that 
the South is entitled to the candidate for the Pres- 

I idency, and that the true ijolic'^j oC ^JsNR.XS^xsN.^^x'aSAR. 
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northern men whom I would support if nomi- 
nated; but I must say, sir, that, as I now under- 
stand the position and principles of most of tlie 
eminent men in the ranks of the northern De- 
mocracy, there are very few to whom I would give 
my vote, unless placed upon and approving a 
platform fully recognizing the cardinal rights of 
the southern people as I nave asserted them. I 
will say, however, sir, that I would not support 
the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Douglas,] should 
he be nominated by the Charleston convention, 
with nothing better than the Cincinnati platform; 
and as he has repudiated any other, I consider his 
rejection bv that convention, and certainly by the 
wliole of the southern States, as a foregone con- 
clusion. I consider his doctrines upon the subject 
of territorial power and the rights of the southern 
people as unsound in theory and disastrous to us 
in practice as the Wilmot proviso of the Repub- 
lican party; and, thus considering them, what- 
ever may be my personal respect for that gentle- 
man and my admiration of his talents, I could not 
sanction his nomination or aid in his election to 
the Presidency. I must say, sir, that, in my opin- 
ion, he has forfeited all claim to the confidence and 
support of the southern people, by his course upon 
the JLiecompton question, and his extraordinary, 
dangerous, and neretical doctrine of "squatter 
sovereignty,'* of which he may justly be consid- 
ered the great embodiment. 

Sir^ Kansas was entitled to admission under the 
Lecompton constitution. Such was the opinion, 
the sincere and firm conviction, of the whole south- 
ern people, of all political parties; and such was 
the opinion of a large portion, if not a majority, of 
the northern Democracy. She had formed a con- 
stitution under the law and according to law. The 
most essential and important question connected 
with and embraced in the constitution had been 
formally and fairly submitted to the people, and 
had been ratified and confirmed by them. Ac- 
cording to usage, as well as a matter of right, she 
ought to have been admitted into the Union. Her 
admission under that constitution was advocated 
and urged by a large majority of the Democratic 
party; it was, in fact, a party measure, one to 
which a Democratic Administration was commit- 
tod, and upon the success of which it placed its 
existence. It was, at any rate, considered by the 
southern Democracy as not only just and proper 
in itself, but as important to that section, and they 
asked and urged tne admission of the State at the 
hands of their northern friends. Admitted under 
the Lecompton constitution , Kansas would be a 
slave State. Defeated and driven back, the pro- 
slavery element in Kansas was weakened and 
finally overcome and crushed out. Who defeated 
it? vVlio disappointed the just hope and expecta- 
tion of the southern people ? 

It has been alleged that the Lecompton bill was 
defeated by the votes of some six or eight south- 
ern Americans in the House of Representatives; 
and so it was; but the world knows that it was 
also defeated by the votes of the anti-Lecompton 
northern Democrats in that House, who followed 
the lead, and were doubtless influenced and con- 
trolled by the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Doug- 
las,] who was the first to leave his southern 
friends on that occasion; who turned his back 
upon the Democratic party; who joined its enc- 
miesj and with them waged an active, violent. 
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untiring, and unrelenting war against his former 
party and friends, and nnally defeated the Le- 
compton bill, and contributed more than any other 
man to the accomplishment of the great object 
which the Abolitionists had so much at heart, of 
making Kansas a free State. Sir, I know well the 

Elausible ground upon which the enemies of the 
iCcompton bill placed their opposition to it; but 
can any man suppose — does any man believe — 
that if the Lecompton constitution had excluded 
slavery, a solitary voice would have been raised 
in all the North against the admission of Kansas, 
or a solitary vote given against it in Congress? 
No, sir; it was the fact that it recognized sfavery 
which made it obnoxious to the thousand ana 
one unsound, fallacious, and frivolous objections 
which were urged against it, and which finally 
defeated it. Sir, it cannot be disguised or dis- 
puted that the defection of the Senator from Illi- 
nois from the majority of the Democratic mem- 
bers in Congress at the time not only defeated the 
Lecompton bill and policy of the Democratic 
party, but did more to demoralize, distract, and 
weaken that party at the North, than any man, 
living or dead, over did before him, or since. He 
has returned into the Democratic fold, I admit, 
and is now acting with the Democratic p&rty, and 
I hope in good faith; but he must atone, by years 
of zealous fealty for the great wrong ana injury 
done t6 the party; he must forsake his o(nou8 
"squatter sovereignty" doctrine; he must recog- 
nize the ri^ts, and all the rights, of the South, 
under the Constitution and laws of the States; he 
must do her people justice — ^full, ample, complete, 
unstinted justice — ^tefore he" can ever regain the 
confidence, sympathy, and support of the south- 
ern people, or of the sound portion of tlie Demo- 
cratic party everywhere. 

Sir, I have spoken of the unsoundness of the 
northern Democracy; and where and how do they 
stand ? What is the political complexion of the 
northern Democratic members of the present 
House of Representatives ? Of the few members 
of the last Congress whom the great Abolition 
monster of the free States has spared, a majority 
of them followed the lead and rallied under the 
anti-Lecompton banner of the Senator ft-om Illi- 
nois; and where stand the great mass of that 
party in all the northern States? It stands upon 
the same "squatter sovereignty" platform, and 
rallies under the same "non-intervention" ban- 
ner, tlius ignoring and denying the just and equal 
rights of the southern people, and. virtually ex- 
cluding them from the Territories of the United 
States for all time to come. The Democracy of 
nearly every free State have spoken, and spoken 
recently, upon these grave and great questions, 
and all have spoken the same language and as- 
serted the same principles and positions — " non- 
intervention" is the universal cry; Congress has 
no power, and ought not to exercise it if it has, 
to protect slavery in the Territories; that power 
must be left to the people of the Territories, to be 
exercised by them at all times and at their sov- 
ereign pleasure. This is the doctrine asserted 
by every Democratic convention of the northern 
States smce the contest over the admission of Kan- 
sas of the last Congress; and this doctrine has 
been adopted and promulgated even by the De- 
mocracy of California, heretofore claiming and 
considered to be one of the soundest of sQl the 
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free States; and so intense is their aifection for 
this "non-intervention** ** squatter sovereignty'* 
policy, that they ** repudiate all political fellow- 
ship with any man who does not adopt it, or who 
counsels the abandonment, limitation, or avoid- 
ance of that principle.** 

Such, sir, is the present position, the avowed 
doctrine, and settled policy of the northern Dem- 
ocracy; and yet I have been taken to task and 
condemned in severe language, not only by north- 
em men, but by southerners, for questibning the 
soundness of the northern Democracy ! I ask the 
northern Democratic Senators on this floor, all 
and every one of them, if they would vote for a 
bill protecting slave property in any Territory of 
Uiis Union? I ask the northern Democracy, one 
and all, if they are willing to incorporate a plank 
in the platform to be made at Charleston recog- 
nizing that power in Congress and its duty to ex- 
ercise it ? Sir, there may be northern members of 
that party on this floor, there may be members of 
it elsewhere at the North, who are ready to con- 
cede protection by congressional legislation to 
slave property found in or taken to any of the 
Territories of the United States; but I venture the 
assertion that if any such are to be found here or 
elsewhere, they are " like angels 'visits — few and 
fkr between." No, sir, such a demand persisted 
in by the South at the Charleston convention 
would not only break up the convention, but 
would dissolve the national Democratic party. 
Sir, I do not hesitate to express my opinion that 
Uie demand ought to be made and adhered to, and 
made the conditioii^ precedent of party Eiffiliation 
with the nortliern Democracy in the selection and 
support of a presidential candidate; and if not 
granted by the northern delegates, the convention 
ought to be broken up by the withdrawal of the 
southern members. It is better for the South, far 
better, to assert and mainttdn her rights at all 
hazards than to yield them to expediency or tlie 
hope • and prospect of a temporary political or 
party triumph. 

And now, sir, I wish to present another point 
in reference to the soundness of the northern De- 
mocracy. The opposition of the Senator from 
Illinois and his squad of anti-Lecompton Dem- 
ocrats in the House of Representatives to the 
Lccompton bill, during the fast Congress, drove 
the friends of that measure and the Democratic 
party proper into the adoption of the English bill. 
That bill was distMteful to every southern mem- 
ber in that Congress. It was adopted by them 
with great reluctance, an(^only as a dernier resort. 
I will not now condemn or denounce that bill; but 
I do not err in stating that it was a bitter alterna- 
tive to all the southern members, and to every 
true-hearted Democrat in Congress. It passed, 
however, in spite of the bitter and persistent op- 
position of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Doug- 
las! and his anti-Lecompton friends, and in spite 
of the opposition of a few southern Americans. 
It contams in substance a provision, that if the 
people of Kansas should determine not to come 
into the Union under the Lecompton constitution, 
they should remain in their territorial condition 
until their population , " to be ascertained by a cen- 
sus,** should reach the number necessary, under 
the present ratio, to authorize a Representative in 
Congress . That number is ninety-four thousand 
people. And now, sir, the people of Kansas re- 



jected the proposition of the English bill; and a 
portion of them, since the adjournment of the last 
Congress, have formed another constitution which 
excludes slavery. No census has been taken. 
The population has not been ascertained. It is 
notorious that her legitimate population does not 
reach the requisite number, or near it. Under 
the English bill, she cannot and ought not to be 
admitted; and yet what northern Senator or Rep- 
resentative of any party will vote against her 
admission ? I fear, sir, tnat there is not one — cer- 
tainly not a majority of those in the present Con- 
gress. No, sir, the generaJ sentiment and demand 
of the northern Democracy, as well as the Repub- 
lican party, are tliat she shall be admitted at the 
present session. I consider her admission under 
the Pawnee free-State abolition constitution as a 
foregone conclusion , and as a * * fixed fact. ' * And 
now, sir, suppose that constitution had established 
slavery, what northern member would have voted 
for her admission under it in violation of the Eng- 
lish bill ? Probably not one. And yet, sir, it is 
claimed that the northern Democracy are sound, 
impartial, just, and generous to the South. 

Sir, I do not wish or intend to do injustice to 
the northern Democracy. In times past, they 
have been true to the South and to the Constitu- 
tion . They had the power and they exerted it in 
the vindication and support of the just, equal, con- 
stitutional rights of the southern States. They 
have ever been, in Congress and out of it, the bold 
and decided opponents of the Wilmot proviso, 
they have denounced it as unconstitutional, eirbi- 
trary, and unjust; they have ever been the sup- 
porters and advocates of the rights of the southern 
people to the capture and rendition of their fugi- 
tive slaves; they have defended the fugitive slave 
law and insisted on its faithful execution; they 
have opposed all conflicting legislation in the free 
States intended to obstruct and defeat the opera- 
tion of that law. In this respect, they have oecn 
faithful to their constitutional obligations and to 
the South ; they aided the South in repealing and 
removing the Missouri restriction, that degrading 
badge of southern inferiority and submission; 
they have disclaimed in every form and in all 
places 8uiy right on the part of the northern people 
or of Congress to interfere, directly or indirectly, 
with the institution of slavery in the States where 
it exists; they have never denied the riglU of the 
southern people to hold slaves as property, but 
have uniformly aflirmed it; they have for years 
under the most adverse and trying circumstances, 
breasted the storm of abolition rage, fanaticism, 
and frenzy, which has swept with such tremen- 
dous and crushing velocity and power over the 
free States; and, though weakened by desertions 
and political deaths, they stand to-day the only bar- 
rier the South has, save its own fortitude, courage, 
and will, afi;ainst the swelling, surging, terrible 
waves of abolition fury which threaten to over- 
whelm us in ruin. The Democracy of the free 
States have expressed no sympathy for John 
Brown's character or fate, or for his bloody out- 
ra^s either in Kansas or Virginia. In all these 
things the northern Democracy have exhibited a 
bold and striking contrast to the conduct of the 
Republican party; and for all these things, they 
are entitled to the admiration , respect, and gratitude 
of the southern people. And here I express my 
regret and mortificatioTvtJbjii.N3eLVi^\isK'&.'«>sixi^^ 
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not ao Ml, nnd givGn longiblc proofa of Oic gin- 
terily nnd Hlrength of their gnitpful fixjliiigs. 

But, BJr, whil? I admit and applaud the snund- 
ncBB of the imrthtiTn Democracy in oil ihrai: and 
many other respcclH, lam conBlrflitit'd to my they 
are fundomentiLllr unsound nnd wrong in the 
great prinripte which lies at llic foundation of all 
the dnnforoua anti-alavpry agitation of thn frtc 
-StntCB. In common with (he Black Republicana 
nnd Abolition iBta they denounce nlnvery as a 
moral wrons, a social evil, and a political curse. 
Now, sir, iftheae things bo bo, and you believe 
them — if alavory is morally wrong, aocially de- 
moralising, and politically injurious to the com- 
munity in which it exists, Ihcii the concluaion is 
inevitable that it ought to bo abolished; and a 
■acred duty ia imposed upon every one to use nil 
the means in his power to accompliah that end. 
The premises thus admitttd nnd laid down Ivad 
directly and rapidly lo abolition ism; first, per- 
haps, with moderation and tender forbeamnce; 
then more positive, determined, and aggreasivc; 
end finally rabid, turbulent, unrelenting, revolu- 
tionary, exterminating, and bloody; slopping at 
nnthing short of its great end and nim^ — the uni- 
versal emancipation of the slaves of the southern 
States. It has been this very sentiment nnd r,nn- 
Tiction, pervading, as Ihey do, all classes of Ihe 
northern people, and universnlly sanctioned, pro- 
mulgated, and used in Their schools, their pulpits, 
their halls of legislation, and their courts of jus- 
tice, that have produced Buch frequent and widc- 
sprend rautiniea in the Dcmocmlic cnmp; such 
constant and numerouH desertions from its organ- 
izations, until now it is, in nil the nnrlliern Stales, 
nmerc remmmtofa once powerful and victorious 

Sir, the aontliern people can never feel safe in 
the Union, or have any abiding confidence in ihe 
effective "aid and comfort" ol" any party at the 
North wbicli toh'rales or snnetions this great faa- 
d amen lal error. The southern people do not admit 
thai alnvery is b moral wrong, a social evil, or a 
(Mililienl curse; on the eoutrary, they believe it 
right in the sight of Heaven, salutary in ita social 
bearing and enecis, and conducive to the highest 
development of political blessings. They must, 
therefore, look upon all men who take tbe oppo- 
site ground, and who condemn slavery in the ab- 
stract, as llicenemies of Iheir peculiar institution, 
and Dfl committed so oner or laler to ita final deatrue- 
(ion. TliG polilical and party ilaaociationa which 
have existed for aomany years between the north- 
ern Democracy and southern people, through 
which the great national Democratic party of the 
United Stati'S Ims retained, with but few and short 
eKcppiional periods, the poBsession and control 
of tho Federal Qovern me nt, have checked die 
anti-slavery tendency of the northern Democratic 
masses, and retarded their absorption into the 
abolition mnks; but this result must, in the very 
nature of thing's, finally happen, and Uie northeni 
Democmcy, hkc the northern Whig parly, be 
BWoUowed up in one gTeal party of abolition. 
What oilier result can be hoped for or expected, 
when Ihe doctrines of the " irrcpreaaiblo conflict" 
are daily taught in the schools and reiterated from 



of which the North boosts such wide 
and general dissemination among nil classes of 
her people. As a specimen of this abolition mods 
of instruction, I coll the attention of the Senala 
to a tract which I received a few days since in- 
closed in Ihu following letter: 

BosLIsaTOH, Inwi, DrtfintB- 17, IBSa. 
Moil. A. Ivtuton: Inclainianil a Sunda? School Imt, 
a Miinplp of Ihe kind nhlcli nur children arc uu^i ftom 

Then comes the^cC, and I regret that the wtiod 
cut at the heftd of it cannot be printed in my speech. 

Mr. GRIMES. Will the Senator allow me to 
inquire the. namu of tlic writer of the letter? 

Mr.IVERSON. Itis signed" W.H.P." I 
do not know who the writer is, but the Senator 
can sec the hand-writing. I will read the tract: 

•'J Tnctfor SiMeth SclumU. 
''ainyoore people hi^ld is pntpBily. Tlieysre bixiohi 

an lilnpb', Bouie felTanr, Ind xoina while.' I^Wuhli 

ketn [n Ihe world. One ipFrlinen oT ihe a: 
Tl,tit«eU>ey; 



rown. 



10 bldilon niMit He if Uicy wcrelieBlIliysni 
uully eipEFtcd Id be sll Hild to ona man ; iii 



"tliHliBplcBiifllr. Bhcwas Kold lo a lecond penon, and 
rever nepraliMJ fram her husband. The blc lean nriied 
iwn Ibelr HdilR cbuks, and fkll In treat drojM al Itaeir 
- - ' ' ilonpali were cvldunU/fliiiTingfiuDi tbe 

'UlclrHnili. LaMofDll Ihobabowos 



'^,r::ir^T 



llllllE>1l[l<'lD< 

md beemiiii » 



_. ., la bcrrnvi'd niid ihrlBkini modMi. 

ilUlren, bow «T)uld J-nu feel. If your fttbcr and 



The foundation of John I 



celebrated 
ivould do, ir 



ire. Blaak 
and moUieri lovn [heir DJilIilroD )uil as four »hlU 

chothDrjniiluwIiltcbuiihandfandwIviBdDiihDn- 



" WnaresTKR, Jvni H, 17a& 

"Knnnwnjrmnibliiaanier, Hobun Barker, or Won»*- 

tor, tbli niniiiln«, a negm man Dsnied Hark, of middls 

nmuw, about iblrly-avE vcan of age, viiiy mucb pocfc- 

broken, and can mod and write. lie carried away with 



rarcmi ,bu ""^"'"^bert'^ARKEI 
and llle grsnduhtlilrFD of Ibia Robert 



lARKKB." 

rkor, frsny 
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Such, air, is thu literary nnd religious iaatrac- 
lion imparted to tie Borthern voulhj such the 
imprensions mnde upon hia mind; suth llie sym- 
pstby HTouaed for the black race; auch Ihe hatred 
and detestation created agajna Uheir while owncn; 
Bud Bucli the sacred duty enforced of pultinE an 
end lo tlie alli^ged wickedneBB of slavery. These 
teachings are not confined la the children of Ab- 
oUtionials, They arc given lo all claases — to ihe 
children of Democrals aa well as ReRublicans. 
The tendency ia untnistakabls, Ihe effect inevita- 
lile. Abolitionism, rank and rabid, will, saoner 
or later, [lerradu the wbole northern mind and 
heart, and impel ihu northern inassea to the aup- 
preaaion of alavery at the South at any and every 
Baorifict — " peaceably if they can, foroiblj^if (hoy 
niUBl." Twenty yeara ago, [he great Whig parly 
-of the North •saa BB sound, both in theory and in 
practice, na theprrsent oorthorn Democracy! and 
"where is that party now? Swullowed up in aboli- 
tioniam, and farming the controlling clement of 
the Republican party, with only here and there a 
few aolitary exceptions in the form of old, inert, 
useless "rnB»laHndfagiEa,"lilie Edward Everett, 
KoberlC. Winthrop.and Waahington Hunt, who 
aie full of Uninn-loving, Union-SBTing, "sound 
and fury, signifying nothing," and who never 
control n vote, nnd ncvergivc form or shape lo any 
political 



the pmrcaaors and tcachera of (he "irrepreaaible- 
Gonflict" doctrines, and of whose maaseB John 
Brown was the bold and bloody prototype; and, 
sir, this party, increasing in boldness, rancor, and 
liale for the South, as it has increased in numbers, 
Jiowhasamaiority,aiid controls the politicalpower 
and action of every northern Slate of this Union. 
And whntBreilaprcaentilaliuBJidfutureproapccts 
in regard to the all-ahsorbing quealton of aoulhern 
slavery? Twenty-flve yeora ago, we were a Con- 
federation of equal, sovereign Stales, living in n 
common Uiii[>n, and enjoying the blessings of a 
common GoTtrnmcnl; we were at peace with each 
-olher; we interchanged commercial commodities 
and social ciTilitics without distruat or reatrainl; 



we were, indeed, a band of brothers; if we differed 
in politics, our differences were on questions of a 
general character, alTecting more or less all sec- 
lions of the Union. The rights of each section 
were acknowledged and respecled by a common 
Govurnmont and the several Stales, and no seC' 
lional parties existed to estrange and embitter us 
Bgainat each other. 

But what ia our prosent condition P Cotnmencing 
with the presidential election of 1840, and con- 
linuing with the admiasion of TeKaa, the Wilraot 
proviso it) the Oregon bill, the acquisition of Cat' 
ifornia and New Mexico, the cumpromise mcas' 
ures of 1^50, and other kindred measures, the 
I slavery agitation has gone on to widen, deepen, 
I and strengthen, all over the northern Statua, unit! 
it has produced an overwhelming party, whose 
' cardinal and avowed doctrine and dogma are that 
alavery is a sin, a shame, and a reproach to the 
nation, and ought to be and must be abolished; a 
party which denies to the soulheui people Ihe 
rights claimed for and acconled to the northern 
people; aparty which openly declares thaCno more 
slave territory shall ever lie acquired or formed 
i by tliif Government; a party which encourages in 
I every possible manner the desertion of thesiavea 
, of the southern people fi'om their owners, and ds' 
fies the Constitution and laws which recognize 
and provide for theiv recapture ; a parly which, 
.,..._r_,. .. ^---leaders and plinclpQl men. 



tlirough its recognized le 
— >enly and unbluahingly 
:clar^ and affirm, by ll 



9, that 



a'Smw, 



wet ibp (tillure of Jo 

" Maria'* Ind olbar negro men oi 

man, wtU he ■oldl^pul'lic vendue. 
-Oueen nrcei, a mletf at kixHii, a 
llDBDi, csllHwfl, tute4trlDpi,msck m 



IB and lAmenl 



liowlu, DnroyH, dmneu, tmeclin paocnu, mej 
iliinnD jcan old. 



id openly and a 
Stan tly proclaim that resiatancG is the duly as it 
is the right of the slave; aparty which approves, 
indorees, and circulates the most aedilJoua and in* 
cendiary books and pamphlets nnd papers, calcu- 
lated and intended toindnmc.the public mind at the 
North, to make their prejudices against southern 
slavery and slaveholders more vi^ent and bitter, 
' "' ' themaelves to revolt, rnpini 



oftc 



urder; a party whicli pours out its floods 
■a and sympatby for the deserved fate of the 
iinals,with hands slabed with theblood 



n whose only offense 



□ pipes or alerlUii Madelre; I 



fe«a nun, I'nny yma of agu, s boy of fourteen, and two 
■Inp, about twelve yesncirafte;adecoDd-haiid chaJscited 
Eamen, ipd Bundrf ddiiig luihlts, trlnmiFd with gold and 

They felt no cowpunctlOD hi Bmlnn la IhoiK days In ut- 
■yertlilnii their "ftllow-men"«i "goods" and chattels. It 

was sn easy thing to do. Tlivre were lessUinn flvelliuuMnd 



to what 1^ demanded of the sonllieni tinted, v 
pmpnnlnn beiwupnlhe colors In noleveo two In 
Thl-.; old record of lie pail Is s ^muloa mrln^ 
eacti departing year nndw sioro vbIubUc. 



hostility to .the great domestic institutions of ike 
South,andthreBtening,with its increasing numer- 
ical power, lo seize every branch of the Federal 
Government, and divert and wield them to the over' 
throw and destruction of that iuatitutioD. I say 
the Republican party unbluahingly denies "the 



righl of pi 






propel ^ 
denied, I wul bring the record 
;ars ago, in this i 
ion of the Scne 



rftSi, 



Nol 



lelheScnatorfrom 

„.„...- -..ivself. " 

Mr. IVERSON. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to state lo that 
honorable Senator — not lo interrupt him or moke 
a speech — that the vote which I then gavo WBS 
upon this ground: that the money was in the 
Treasury of the United States by treaty, which, 
as I understood, was to belong to the claimants; 
and, being in the Treasury of the United Statoa, 
Ivoted that it should be paid QO.t.\ n<i>.>iiJ&V TWjMfe- 

(iiKdtlitt.\.\i'3 ^.VCoTO^:v^»^:\QTla^■*^a^i-ii-MAS*»Bl», 
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or by any law of the United States, property in 
man exists; but claiming, as I always have, that 
property in man (if such a thing be possible) rests 
upon the laws of the sovereign States where sla- 
Tery exists, and docs not exist by virtue of the 
Constitution or any law of the United States. 

Mr. IVERSON. * I regret that the Senator from 
Wisconsin has made his explanation, because I 
tjiought there was at least one honorable man who 
was disposed to recognize the right of the^ south- 
em people to their property. I regret now to find 
that there is not a single man on the other side 
of the Chamber who will do so. 

Such, sir, is the brief history of the great Whig 
party of former years, and such its present con- 
dition; and such, in my opinion, will be the his- 
tory and future condition of the northern Demo- 
cratic party of the present day. It has already 
lost its numerical power in all, or nearly all, of 
the northern States; it has not the control of a 
sinjjle State government in the fifteen free States 
east of the Rocky Mountains; and, from an over- 
whelming majority in both Houses of Congress 
only a few years ago, it has now scarcely a cor- 
poral's guard in cither. Its ranks have been 
thinned year after year by conversions to the more 
seductive and popular doctrines of the abolition 
school, until its deserters have swelled the ranks 
of the latter party to an irrtisistible and cdarming 
size. And what hope or prospect is there that it 
will ever recover its lost purity and power? It 
may make spasmodic efforts for existence,* and, in 
alliance with the southern Democracy, may oc- 
casionally, and for a few years, obtain political 
Sower in the Federal Government; but it must go 
own at last, and sink beneath the black and tur- 
bulent waves of that abolition sea that is sweep- 
ing over tlie free States, and surging ever against 
the bulwarks of a determined southern resistance ; 
and this raging sea must eventually engulf all 
the conservative elements of the anti-slave States; 
and if the Union withstands the shock, must also 
overwhelm all the southern States, and subject 
them to its domination. A united South, com- 
bined with the true, sound Democracy of the 
northern States, may drive it back or check it for 
a while, but it will come again, and, at each re- 
turning onset, it will come with redoubled force 
and violence. We checked it in 1844 by the elec- 
tion of Mr. Polk; it came back with increased 
fowcr in 1848 and 1850. We drove it back in 
852; but it returned to the charge in 1854 in a 
more hideous and alarming volume. We put up 
a barrier — a strong one, as we thought — against 
it in 1856, in the election of a Democratic Presi- 
dent and a decided Democratic majority in both 
Houses of Congress. In three short years it has 
rolled on with never-ceasing, ever-accumulating 
velocity and power, until at this moment it par- 
alyzes all the operations of the Government, and 
threatens the overthrow of the Union. We may, 
and I hope and believe we shall, stay its progress 
by the election of a sound and true Democratic 
candidate in the approaching presidential election, 
and thus give tho Union at least another lease of 
four years' uneasy existence; ay, sir, uneasy it 
must be until the " irrepressible conflict between 
opposing and endurin? forces" shall work out its 
inevitable, final end, tne disruption of all the ties 
which bind us together, and the formation of a 
separate confederacy of the slave States. •* To 



this complexion it must come at last. ' ' No g^reater 
truism was ever uttered from the lips of mortal 
man than that memorable saying of the great leader 
of the Abolition party of this country in his 
Rochester speech, m November, 1858. Speaking 
of the antagonistic nature and character of the con- 
flict between slavery and freedom, Mr. Seward 
said: 

" Shall I tell you what this collision meann ? They wko 
think that it is accidental, unnecessary, the woric of inter- 
ested or fanatical agitators and therefore cjriiemeral, mlstaln 
the case altogether. It is an irrepressible conflict betweBn 
opposing and enduring forces, and it means thattlie United 
States must and will« sooner or later, become either en- 
tirely a slaveholding nation or entirely a free-labor nattoo." 

Free institutions and slave institutions, as now 
understood and established in the two sections of 
our Union, cannot exist together in peace under 
the same Government, during such a period as 
usually marks the lifetime of great nations. I 
know that these opposing systems have existed 
together in this Union for three quarters of a cen- 
tury; but that is a brief and insignificant portion 
of a nation's lifetime, which rests upon congenial 
and harmonious elements. And yet, in this brief 
period, we have seen unmistakable evidences of 
the truth of this great principle which, founded 
in human nature, will sooner or later work out 
its object and end. 

Sir, there is but one path of safety to the South; 
but one mode of preserving her institution of do- 
mestic slavery, and that is in a confederacy of 
States having no incongruous and opposing ele- 
ments^ — a confederacy of slave States alone, with 
homogeneous language, laws, interests, and insti- 
tutions. Under such a confederated republic, 
with a constitution which should shut out the 
approach and entrance of all incongruous and 
conflicting elements, which should protect the in- 
stitution from change, and keep the whole nation 
ever bound to its preservation by an unchange- 
able fundamental law, the fifteen slave States, 
with their power of expansion, would present to 
the world the most free, prosperous, and happy 
nation on the face of the wide earth. 

Sir, with these views, and with the firm convic- 
tion which I have entertained for many years, and 
which recent events have only served, to confirm, 
that tho "irrepressible conflict" between the two 
sections must and will go on, and with accumu- 
lating speed, and must end, in the Union, with the 
total extinction of African slavery in the southern 
States, I have announced my determination to 
approve and urge the southern States to dissolve 
me Union upon the election of a Black Republi- 
can to the Presidency of the United States, by a 
sectional northern party, and upon a platform of 
opposition and hostility to southern slavery. It 
would not be the mere election of a northern nmn, 
under the forms of the Constitution and laws; it 
would not be that he was opposed to slavery in 
the abstract, that I would counsel a separation of 
the slave from the free States; but because the 
election of such a man, under all the circumstances 
now existing and which would surround the elec- 
tion, would DC conclusive evidence of deep-rooted 
hostility to southern slavery in the northern mind; 
conclusive evidence of the advancing power of 
abolitionism; conclusive evidence of a settled de- 
termination to strike down the institution in some 
form or otlicr, and as soon as possible. 

Looking confidently to such results, the south- 
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